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Response to Arguments 

No claims have been amended 
Claims 10 and 16 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1-9 1 11-15 and 17-24 are vending. 



Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments (see Remarks pages 2-4) filed 5/2/2006, with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-3 and 11-14 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of: Nakayama et al (US 5,363,507) and Tada et al 
(US 5,572,728). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 11-15, 17, 18, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over Nakayama et al (US 5,363,507) in view of Tada et al (US 5,572,728). 
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a. Regarding claim 1, Nakayama et al teach a meeting system in which supplied- 
data convertible using a virtual machine is transmitted and received among a plurality of 
processing apparatuses interconnected via a transmission line, and in which meeting data is 
reproduced, 

■ at least two of said plurality of processing apparatuses comprising meeting data 
reproducing apparatus respectively, each meeting data reproducing apparatus 
reproducing meeting data that includes fixed presentation data and supplied-data, 
and the presentation data including at least one pointer indicating an address of 
the supplied-data so that a portion of the meeting data may be reproduced by 
specifying at least one of a particular presenter, a meeting participant and time 
(col.2 lines 9-67, col.5 lines 57-66, col.6 lines 44-50, col.7 lines 39-49, col.10 
lines 43-61, col. 1 1 lines 25-67, col. 12 liens 3-23, col.15 lines 25-63); 

■ at least one meeting data reproducing apparatus comprising: a virtual machine 
that receives the supplied data from another one of the plurality of processing 
apparatus, reads files in a common format and performs operations specified in 
the files, the virtual machine converting said supplied-data into a data format 
which allows said meeting data to be reproduced, the meeting data being stored in 
units based on corresponding units of the supplied-data, (col.8 lines 4-33 and 50- 
63, col. 16 lines 14-30; provision for meeting data reproducing and generating 
apparatus with virtual module and converting means for the participant's input 
data); 

■ a communication interface unit that receive said supplied-data from another 
processing apparatus (col. 8 lines 4-28); and 

■ a storage unit in which a generated image is stored and which is accessibly by 
said another procession apparatus via said communication interface unit (col.6 
lines 44-50, col. 12 lines 18-33 and 54-59), and 

■ each of said at least one meeting data reproducing apparatus and said another 
meeting data reproducing apparatus including said conversion unit and said 
communication interface unit reading a part of said meeting data from said 
storage unit and reproducing meeting data in a task-distributed fashion (col. 14 
lines 11-18). 

Nakayama et al fail to explicitly teach that each unit of the meeting data is 



identifiable by a specific processing apparatus that supplied a corresponding unit of the supplied- 
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data. However, Tada et al teach the data supplied by the presenter is identifiably associated with 
the type of input medium used by the presenter (col. 7 line 47-col.8 line 6). 

It would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Nakayama et al with 
Tada et al in order to associate the type of input medium/device used by the presenter/participant 
of a conference, because this allows the conference system to maintain precise records of the 
meeting data by specifically identifying the unique input data contributed from each presenter. 

b. Claims 2, 3 and 11-14 comprise limitations that are substantially similar to claim 
1 and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Regarding claim 4, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 3, Nakayama et al further teach said supplied-data comprising at least one of 
image data for displaying said meeting data and control data for controlling the displaying of 
said meeting data, said meeting data reproducing apparatus comprising: a display unit that 
displays said meeting data in accordance with said image data; and a control unit that controls 
the displaying of said meeting data in accordance with said control data (col. 7 lines 29-67, col.8 
lines 34-63). 

d. Regarding claim 6, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 3, Nakayama et al further teach said meeting data generating apparatus 
comprising data control unit that stores the supplied-data, converted by said conversion unit, in 
said storage unit in which particular presentation data is stored while said supplied-data is 
managed in units of supplied-data received from each of said processing apparatuses, and reads 
meeting data including at least a part of said supplied-data and said presentation data from said 
storage unit in accordance with a reproduction command from each of said processing 
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apparatuses, and said communication interface unit comprising a transmitting unit that transmits 
the read meeting data to said meeting data reproducing apparatus (col.8 lines 4-33 and 50-63, 
col. 16 lines 14-30; Tada et al: col. 7 line 47-col.8 line 6). 

e. Regarding claim 7, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 6, Tada et al further teach said meeting data reproducing apparatus 
reproducing said meeting data stored in said storage unit in units of data associated with said 
processing apparatus which supplies said supplied-data, in accordance with said reproduction 
command (col. 7 line 47-col.8 line 6). 

f Regarding claim 8, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 7, Nakayama et al further teach said meeting data generating apparatus 
comprising: an image-recording unit that records images of a meeting scene, and an image data 
unit that stores image data obtained as a result of the recording of images of the meeting scene in 
said storage unit as a part of said meeting data, in predetermined units of data, and said meeting 
data reproducing apparatus reproducing said meeting data stored in said storage unit, in 
predetermined units of data in accordance with said reproduction command (col. 10 lines 62-68, 
colli lines 50-61; Tadaetal: col.7 lines 53-57, col.9 lines 35-50, col.10 lines 1-40). 

g. Regarding claim 15, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 14, Nakayama et al further teach said supplied-data comprising at least one of 
meeting data, an object for generating meeting data, an object for controlling the generation of 
meeting data, an object for reproducing meeting data, and an object for controlling the 
reproduction of meeting data (col.5 lines 25-66, col.7 lines 34-58, col.8 lines 15-68, col. 16 lines 
14-28). 
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h. Regarding claim 17, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 1, Nakayama et al further teach at least two processing apparatuses being 
associated with at least two respective meeting participants, and each of the at least two 
processing apparatuses identifying a corresponding one of the at least two respective meeting 
participants (col.5 lines 25-33, col.8 lines 60-67, col. 13 lines 32-49). 

i. Regarding claim 18, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 1, Tada et al further teach the generated image being generated based on the 
meeting data, and each of the at least one meeting data reproducing apparatus and the another 
meeting data reproducing apparatus simultaneously displaying different parts of the generated 
image on different sub-area of a display area (col. 10 lines 9-64). 

j. Regarding claims 23 and 24, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting 
system according to claims 1 and 2, Nakayama et al further teach the supplied-data including 
time data (col. 10 lines 44-47). 

4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakayama et al 
(US 5,363,507) in view of Tada et al (US 5,572,728) and further in view of Ichimura (US 
5,894,306). 

Regarding claim 9, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the system according to claim 
8, as applied above, yet fail to explicitly teach at least one of said meeting data generating 
apparatus and said meeting data reproducing apparatus comprising a projector. However, 
Ichimura teaches at least one of said meeting data generating apparatus and said meeting data 
reproducing apparatus comprising a projector (col. 6 lines 40-49). It would have been obvious to 
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combine the teachings of Nakayama et al and Tada et al with Ichimura because a projector is a 
well-known apparatus used in conducting meetings, conferences and presentations. It would 
have been obvious to implement the meeting systems using a projector as a source of data 
reproduction. 

5. Claims 5 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakayama et al (US 5,363,507) in view of Tada et al (US 5,572,728) and further in view of 
Colyer etal (US 6,151,621). 

a. Regarding claim 5, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting system 
according to claim 3, as applied above. Nakayama et al further teaches conferencing programs to 
control generating the meeting data (col. 5 lines 49-66, col.7 lines 29-58, col. 8 lines 15-68), yet 
fail to explicitly disclose a server. However, Colyer et al disclose a conferencing system utilizing 
a server with programs to generate the meeting data and manage the objects of the conference 
(Abstract, col.6 lines 10-43). It would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Nakayama 
et al and Tada et al with Colyer et al by provisioning the managing functions of a server to allow 
for centralized control of the objects and data of the conference. 

b. Regarding claims 19-22, Nakayama et al with Tada et al teach the meeting 
system according to claims 1-3 and 1 1, as applied above. Nakayama et al teach a conferencing 
system utilizing a virtual module (col.8 lines 1-60); yet fail to explicitly teach a JAVA virtual 
machine. However, Colyer et al teach a conferencing system comprising a JAVA virtual 
machine (col.6 lines 20-29 and 44-52), It would have been obvious to combine the teachings of 
Nakayama et al and Tada et al with Colyer et al because using the virtual machine (JAVA 
virtual machine) allows for simpler implementation of data conversion, without additional 



Application/Control Number: 09/743,1 12 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2141 

overhead, the JAVA virtual machine creates a platform-independent interface thus allowing for 
operating system/platform portability of a conference. 



disclosure: Roseman (6,608,636), Bieselin et al (5,559,875), Naef III (5,206,934), Larson et al 
(5,907,324), Kitagawa (6,304,283), Moriyasu et al (5,799,191), Namikata et al (5,996,003), 
Katsurabayashi et al (5,996,002), Hussein et al (7,007,235). 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8: 30-6 :00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Kristie Shingles 



Conclusion 



6. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 
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